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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 5, 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lancelot 
III et al (D438991) in view of Lancelot HI (D437063). 

Lancelot III et al (..991) shows a concrete anchor comprising a bar having a top, a 
bottom, an upper end, a lower end, a first side, a second side, a front face, a rear face, a first 
aperture, an conical foot (figure 2) hsaped to fit the bottom of the bar, the top of the bar 
comprising a first apex section, a top platform section, a second apex section, the foot 
comprising a circular base having a diameter greater than the width and thickness of the bar, the 
circular base defining a circumference, the bar is positioned centrally with respect to the circular 
base of the foot such that the bar fits within the circumference of the circular base, an aperture 
positioned adjacent the upper end of the bar. 

Lancelot III et al does not show the bar having an upwardly curved face adjacent the 
bottom of the bar. 

Lancelot ID (D..063) shows a bar (figure 1) having an upwardly curved face adjacent the 
bottom of the bar to mate with a upwardly curved supporting foot structure. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Lancelot (..991) to show the bar having an upwardly curved face adjacent 
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the bottom of the bar because it would enable the secure mounting of the bottom of the bar to an 
upwardly curved foot as taught by Lancelot (. . .063). 

Per claims 5, 7, Lancelot IE as modified shows the upwardly curved face having a 
maximum point located centrally between the first and second sides of the bar, the conical foot at 
least partially defining a substantially shear-resistant region of the anchor (inherently so), 

3. Claims 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lancelot HI et al 
(D438991) in view of Lancelot IE (D437063) as applied to claim 1 above and further in view of 
Lancelot in (6460824). 

Lancelot III et al (..991) as modified shows all the claimed limitations except for the bar 
comprising a second aperture. 

Lancelot IH (6460824) shows a bar (figure 1) having first and second apertures (92) 
It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Lancelot (..991)'s modified structure to show the bar comprising a second 
aperture as taught by Lancelot (..824) because having a second aperture would allow for the 
extra anchoring and or attachment of the bar to other structures. 

4. Claims 3-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lancelot HI et 
al (D438991) in view of Lancelot HI (D437063) as applied to claim 1 above and further in view 
of Fricker (4173856) 

Lancelot in et al (..991) as modified shows all the claimed limitations except for the bar 
comprising a first and second upwardly projecting face. 
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Fricker shows a bar comprising a first and second upwardly projecting face (12e) for 
engaging with force transmitting surfaces on the outer side of a shackle body to prevent pivoting 
of the shackle. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Lancelot (..991)'s modified structure to show the bar comprising a first and 
second upwardly projecting face because it would prevent the pivoting of the shackle by 
engaging with force tramitting surfaces on the outer side of a shackle body as taught by Fricker. 

Lancelot III as modified shows all the claimed limitations including an attachment region 
of the anchor. 

5. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lancelot III et al 
(D438991) in view of Lancelot in (D437063) 

Lancelot III et al (..991) as modified shows all the claimed limitations except for the foot 
being integrally formed with the bar. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Lancelot (..991)'s modified structure to show the foot being integrally 
formed with the bar because it has been held that forming in one piece an article which has 
formerly been formed in two pieces and put together involves only routine skill in the art, 
Howard v. Detroit Stove Works, 150.US 164 (1893). 

6. Claims 10-11, 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lancelot III et al (D438991) in view of Lancelot III (D437063) and Fricker (4173856) 

Lancelot IH et al (..991) shows a concrete anchor comprising a bar having a top, a 
bottom, an upper end, a lower end, a first side, a second side, a front face, a rear face, a first 
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aperture, an conical foot (figure 2) shaped to fit the bottom of the bar, the top of the bar 
comprising a first apex section, a top platform section, a second apex section, the foot 
comprising a circular base having a diameter greater than the width and thickness of the bar. 

Lancelot III et al does not show the bar having an upwardly curved face adjacent the 
bottom of the bar, the bar comprising a first and second upwardly projecting face. 

Lancelot III (D..063) shows a bar (figure 1) having an upwardly curved face adjacent the 
bottom of the bar to mate with a upwardly curved supporting foot structure. 

Fricker shows a bar comprising a first and second upwardly projecting face (12e) for 
engaging with force transmitting surfaces on the outer side of a shackle body to prevent pivoting 
of the shackle. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Lancelot (..991) to show the bar having an upwardly curved face adjacent 
the bottom of the bar, the bar comprising a first and second upwardly projecting face because 
having an upwardly curved face adjacent the bottom of the bar would enable the secure 
mounting of the bottom of the bar to an upwardly curved foot as taught by Lancelot (. . .063), and 
having a first and second upwardly projecting face would prevent the pivoting of the shackle by 
engaging with force tramitting surfaces on the outer side of a shackle body as taught by Fricker. 

Per claims 11, 13-14, Lancelot HI as modified shows the upwardly curved face having a 
maximum point located centrally between the first and second sides of the bar, the top of the bar 
and the first aperture defining an attachment region of the anchor, the conical foot at least 
partially defining a substantially shear-resistant region of the anchor (inherently so) 
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7. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lancelot HI et al 
(D438991) in view of Fricker as applied to claim 10 above and further in view of Lancelot HI 
(6460824). 

Lancelot in et al (.991) as modified shows all the claimed limitations except for the bar 

comprising a second aperture. 

Lancelot IE (6460824) shows a bar (figure 1) having first and second apertures (92) 
It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 

invention to modify Lancelot (..991)'s modified structure to show the bar comprising a second 

aperture as taught by Lancelot (..824) because having a second aperture would allow for the 

extra anchoring and or attachment of the bar to other structures. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. The prior art shows different concrete anchor designs. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phi D A whose telephone number is 571-272-6864. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Tuesday, Thursday and Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lanna Mai can be reached on 571-272-6867. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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